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COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA

STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

AT RI CHVOND, OCTOBER 4, 2002

PETI TI ON OF

VERI ZON SOUTH | NC.
CASE NO. PUC- 2001- 00220

For Extended Local Service

from Verizon South Inc.'s

Jewel | Ridge Exchange to its

Big Prater, Richlands, and

Tazewel | Exchanges and to Verizon
Virginia Inc.'s Davenport, Honaker,
and Lebanon Exchanges

FI NAL ORDER

On February 22, 2001, tel ephone custoners in Verizon South
Inc.'s ("Verizon South") Jewell Ridge Exchange petitioned the
State Corporation Conmm ssion ("Comm ssion") for extended | ocal
service ("ELS") to Verizon South's Big Prater, Richlands, and
Tazewel | Exchanges and Verizon Virginia Inc.'s ("Verizon
Virginia") Davenport, Honaker, and Lebanon Exchanges.® On
Cct ober 24, 2001, the Commi ssion Staff accepted a cost study
from Verizon South that was used to estinmate the approxinate
change in nonthly rates that would result fromthe extension of

| ocal calling.

1 Al though the Jewel | Ridge Exchange Petitioners included Tazewel| and
Richlands in their petition, Jewell Ridge has existing ELS with the exchanges
of Tazewell and Ri chl ands. Those exchanges were not, therefore, included in
the cost study, original ballot, or Order Prescribing Notice and will not,

t herefore, be addressed in this proceeding.
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On February 1, 2002, pursuant to an Order dated
Novenber 30, 2001, Verizon South filed the results of the
bal l oting of custoners in the Jewell Ri dge Exchange regarding
their willingness to pay higher rates for the extended | ocal
calling referenced herein. Those results favored approval of
t he ELS.

Pursuant to the provisions of 8 56-484.2 of the Code of
Virginia, a poll of the custoners in the Big Prater, Davenport,
Honaker, and Lebanon Exchanges was not required because the
proposed rate increase for one-party residential custoners did
not exceed five percent of the existing one-party nonthly
residential flat rate.

By Order dated June 25, 2002, the Conm ssion directed
Veri zon South and Verizon Virginia to publish notice of the
proposed extension of |ocal service to their custoners in the
Big Prater, Davenport, Honaker, and Lebanon Exchanges and permt
such custoners to file coments and requests for hearing.
Proofs of notice were filed on July 18, 2002, as required by the
above-referenced Order. No comments or requests for hearing
were fil ed.

On Septenber 4, 2002, the Staff filed its report in the
above-captioned matter. In that report, the Staff recommended
that the Conm ssion approve ELS between Verizon South's Jewel |

Ri dge and Big Prater Exchanges as well as between its Jewel |l



Ri dge Exchange and Verizon Virginia s Davenport, Honaker, and
Lebanon Exchanges.

NOW THE COWM SSI ON, havi ng considered the nmatter and
applicable law, is of the opinion and finds that the above-
captioned petition should be approved as recommended by the
Staff.

Accordingly, IT IS ORDERED THAT:

(1) The proposed extension of |ocal service from Verizon
South's Jewel | Ridge Exchange to its Big Prater Exchange and
fromthe Jewell R dge Exchange to Verizon Virginia' s Davenport,
Honaker, and Lebanon Exchanges shall be inpl enented.

(2) Verizon South and Verizon Virginia shall file the
tariff revisions necessary for the proposed extensions of |oca
servi ce.

(3) Since there is nothing further to come before the
Commi ssion, this case is dism ssed and renoved fromthe

Cormm ssion's docket of active cases.



